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INTRODUCTORY NOTE. 


This report is the third of its kind describing investigations which 
the Erith Education Committee have, in recent years, authorised. 
The first, was an investigation into the educational value of films, 
and, the second, made during a School Book Week, sought to 
ascertain certain information as to the interests of children in 
reading. 

This, the third report is clearly of interest to all educationists 
who do not wish to see the generations they train with such care, 
disappear in the welter and smoke of a battlefield. 

It also may, to a great extent, reassure many who fear the 
effects of the pageantry of military tattoos, air displays, etc., upon 
the susceptible minds of children. It is clear from the report that 
these spectacular things do not obliterate in the children’s minds 
some ideas which post war teaching has given them as toco-operation — 
for peace and as to the interdependence of the peoples of the world. 
Perhaps for the first time in the history of teaching are our children 
realising war as something separate and different from the panoply 
of military displays—and realising it as something unworthy of 
modern civilisation. 

In thanking our Chief Education Officer—Mr. F. Evans—for his 
work in conducting this investigation and in analysing the data, he 
wishes me to acknowledge also the whole hearted and willing support 
and help given to him by the four Central Schools concerned. He 
also is indebted to Dr. George H. Green, M.A., of the Department 
of Education, University College of Wales, Aberystwyth, for 
valuable assistance in drafting the two questionnaires. 


CHRISTOPHER WHINNERAH, 


Chairman 
Enith Education Committee, 


June, 1935. 






‘ Hahn’ hy Te Ma pros 
at aan } in a io MA MR 
Ls, ¥ i 
Le) y 
y 
































CON ie 
A coe ist aatt aa’ eh" Ba Ua" a. i ar er 
4 ‘ yy wie es ah 
pune ai a 
x ir Tie A) oe! oy tle NAY " Ro ; a im ‘ . ‘ 
uM thas ae a + “ti nee, ‘ae a vi Pac iaes 
] j ‘ { ‘ah 4 
sci ee bit o.) BP ye hin ‘ We 
MASE EEL mg) ni he a) 


dake mieititea aunt | 


‘einai to its ? bn tsokba ay 
ot tiguics aloe fe ote 
int peonbilido io ak Nt b 


eae by 


: Mia i ke dog vii wll . 
218o i ue alee pe: : 


. Rav og alah had ‘yo re At, ite Yi oy 
aed est, cbr ‘cunts olden Goins, teery 6 ok VG, oul; 
Hoge 234) again iy: ‘aootnt @ratilion Be MPN 
gpalt tou shh. ether inl be OF nati tide to ¢ Diet in 
abihin’ a detblide say ‘di ahaiotites, sore gy emily edly 
incid ameyey 070} ee eat HAO ad quik cok Nib wet ital ee 
Jbhvow, sift le eahyoog, Ae TG wana ego ie: beh ats ug bs ba 
nehliifo wro 9th spielen) i Wbitabel okt: ev! eid Pane 
Vddiey ods mcr sa Poi, tas ainiee-re geniel tcamon ir | 
lo. ab ac eat etn eh 4i pubis Dette weet ke el cr 
at Re 
‘a 16 {-- re | desea fot mereels bikin Wid ‘sabi 
ad .otsf odd pithy laik aye) bibs notlagivesvin eid) gulf a 
© Moqgue yatilive bite Dota Se a Pt ae 
i oH hoakggney: sooth, dati vised ache yeh wifi dhe we bas 
eggs fe ont fo) nee r 2 dE a ol i % 


16 
pe = 


Bats see! 





A Bn oy es 
ete ei 






aa 


— 





ERITH EDUCATION COMMITTEE. 


Report of an Investigation into the 
Effect of War Pictures on Child Opinion, 1935. 


To ascertain the reactions of children, who were born subsequent 
to the Great War, an experiment was conducted at the Northum- 
berland Heath Central School, Erith, on the 21st March, 1935 when, 
approximately, So senior (1) boys and 80 senior girls from the Picardy 
Central School, and 120 senior boys and: 120 senior girls from the 
Northumberland Heath Central School witnessed five contemporary 
silent films taken during the Great War and now lodged in the War 
Office. 

These films shewed the Battle of the Somme, Operations at Es 
Solt and Bagdad in the Near East, and also Naval and Air Force 
activities. The films were actually used during the War to create 
a public opinion favourable to its strenuous prosecution to a 
victorious conclusion. Thus it will be realised that the worst 
horrors of the War were not depicted, and the children’s reactions to 
films intended, in a sense originally as propaganda, would clearly 
be of interest as evidence of the reality—or otherwise—of the 
change in point of view and opinion brought about by the great 
development in peace education since the War. What was propa- 
ganda in 1916 and 1917 might produce very different reactions in 
the new generation taught to regard the coliective system as the 
desirable, and some day normal, method of conducting world affairs, 
These films were therefore used purposely as being sounder tests 
of a change in thought, than films deliberately produced subsequently 
to the War to express an anti-war point of view, would be. 

The experiment, to which Press representatives were admitted, 
created much local interest and a local paper reported on the Film 

exhibition as follows : — 


« All they saw were its glamour, the heroes, and the adventure. 


THE JOKE OF DEATH! 

One film of the Battle of the Somme shewed trenches, comfort- 
able and dry, and Tommies laughing and joking. When one 
poor devil put his head over the parapet and fell back dead 
this was regarded asa real joke! The youngsters laughed 
heartily. 

Even when, after the battle, the wounded were shewn limping 
back, some minus legs and many swathed in bandages, these 
tragedies provoked nothing but merriment from the children, 
They laughed and cheered and clapped ! 


(1) Children between rr and 14 years of age. 
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Hundreds of German corpses were shewn. They were funny. 
No English corpses were shewn. 


THAT WILL BE GLORY. 

When the children saw the Renown, Htizabeth and other war- 
ships steaming into battle, they gasped loud ‘Ohs!’ After 
the battle, Jellicoe, Beatty, Wemyss, Sturdee, and Keyes were 
all shewn smiling, and this made the children cheer ! 


‘‘You would have thought the youngsters, girls as well as boys, 
would have gone to war to-morrow if they had been asked. 


It was all so thrilling—gaudy uniforms, magnificent ships, and 
the zest of battle. It seemed though as war was a good thing.”’ 


“It seems as though the kiddies like War,’’ declared a teacher, 
when the show wasover. ‘‘ This shows the glories of it. It 
was more of a recruiting picture than an anti-war film.” 


Mr. Hannen Swaffer featured this Press report in his ‘‘ I Heard 
Yesterday ” column in a well-known London Daily. 


The report which follows shows that we should be wrong to 
deduce from the laughter and cheers of the children the conclusion 
that this is evidence of a belief in, or a desire for war on their part. 
Rather does it tend to show that the children do not confuse the 
entertainment values of war with its grim realities. The considered 
opinions of the children are unquestionably not aggressive but 
pacific in their general character. 

That children should cheer the picture of infantry going ‘ over 
the top’ is natural—it is heroic—it is action—but to the children it 
was in this case also cinematic. Their cheers, as their answers later 
show, do not imply that they wished to find themselves going ‘ over 
the top’ in reality and killing and being killed. 

To cheer a tall ship is not to imply that they wish her guns used 
in destruction of a neighbouring people. The Admirals and Generals, 
the action of war in films, have to the children the same interest 
value as a Lindbergh, a Jack Hobbs, a Marconi, or a Cup Final. 

We must, therefore, avoid the easy error of thinking that when 
they cheer the charge they approve the charge and desire the 
charge for themselves. The reaction is natural and momentary— 
but not sinister. Indeed, I am sometimes tempted to think that 
the talking picture will enable us to fight our battles vicariously and 
enable us to work off any atavistic instincts subjectively and not 
objectively. The ‘Join the Army and see the World” type of 
appeal is less effective in these days of cinemas than it was even 
thirty years ago. May we not find in the future otherwise potential 
“ combatants ”’ seeing a war film seated in a comfortable plush seat 
in a cinema on a wet Saturday afternoon (instead of standing in a 
wet trench) and then their “‘ fighting instinct ” vicariously satisfied, 
going home to tea and toast? Might it not be the case in the 
modern world that the outward and visible signs of warlike speeches, 
parades, reviews, and tattoos are not, in reality, signs necessarily of 
our inward and devilish desire for war. They might indeed be in 
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Some sense a substitute for or a sublimation of war. The war film 
also might therefore be such an ‘‘escape mechanism’’ and thus 
become an effective instrument for peace. 

To ascertain the children’s reactions two questionnaires were, 
without comment, set to each child who witnessed the films. The 
first questionnaire was set soon after the film exhibition and the 
second when some days had elapsed. 

The following schedules give the questions asked and a classified 
tabulation of the character of the replies and of the incidence ratio 
of certain opinions in response to the queries raised. 


QUESTIONNAIRE PAPER I. 


You have seen films and pictures which were actually taken during the Great 
War of 1914-1918. If you remember what you saw in these pictures and what 
you thought about them, you will be able to answer these questions :— 


Question 1. 
‘‘WHAT DO YOU THINK OF WAR ?’’ 
Replies Replies 


School. favourable against Indefinite 
to War War 

Picardy Central School for Boys oO. 7, 0. 

- . F , Girls i 75. i. 
Northumberland Heath Central School 

for Boys ae is 0. Gy 0. 
Northumberland Heath Central School 

for Girls are dea O. T18. O. 

Total, “1. 381. I 

Grand Total a 383 


These figures need no comment. 


Question 2. 
‘WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE ANOTHER COMING ? ”’ 


School. Yes No Indefinite 

Picardy Central School for Boys a 0. roe O. 

_ " i? » Girls ee re 70, O. 
Northumberland Heath Central School 

for Boys... = * O. yp 0. 
Northumberland Heath Central School 

for Girls ... re ne O. ake O. 

Hotals . X; 382. O. 

Grand Total 8 383. 


In spite of the ‘‘ propaganda’’ value of the films seen here is a 
devasting reply to the suggestion that the children cheer war scenes 
because they want war, and would welcome war. 
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Question 3. 
‘‘WHAT DO YOU THINK OUGHT TO BE DONE?” 
Picardy Picardy Northumberland Heath 


Frequency in Central Central Central Central 
B. G. B. Girls Total 


Types of Reply. 
Disarmament Reduction and 


Control of Arms “hy ont 24. 59. 16. 123 
League of Nations 275 32. 42. us 122 
Arbitration Conference, Treaty nO: 18. 29. IQ. 85 
‘* Keep the Peace ”’ ¥ 5. a. = 47. 54 
Fraternity, Thought, etc. Q. II 13 6. 39 
International Police Force or 

Joint Force Q. —~ 16. 3. 28 
Indefinite —Anti-war ee ct Q. 8. 2I 

Pro-War — 2; — = » 
Pacifist View ... ys 2. ic 6. ey 
“Try and Stop It’’ 4. 10. — — 14 
** Prepare for War to So Peace” 4. e 3. of 15 
Religious Action i, — 3. — 4 
“Show War Horrors ”’ 2: 513 Li — 4 
Establish World Courts of Law — 2: rf — 4 
‘‘Those who make it, ene Y ite 4. a = 4 
Fight =e an nf 2. 3 
‘* Kconomic Boycott” x a os -= is 
World Empire —- g: i — 3 
Destroy Dictators 2 re — — 2 
Anti-war iG — — 2. aa 2. 
Great Power Peace — — oo = 2 
Sports Contests I --- it — 2 
“Set an Example ” — 4. = — 2 
‘* Blockade War Makers ’’ — — ie —— I 
“Keep Germany Down”’ — cs —- —— ane 
Political (Capitalist etc.) ... — — Ti _ I 
‘“No Alliance ” oe: i — 4 — I 
Women in Government — @ —. a I 
Goodwill Day .... oa -—- rT — — I 
Cost Prohibitive rt -— 1, ao —- I 





Significant features of the figures in the analysis of these replies 
to Question (3), Paper 1, is the high scoring of the idea of 
“ Disarmament” in an area interested in the manufacturing of 
munitions like Erith. Another feature is, whilst there is some. 
support to the idea of an International Police Force, the necessary 
corollary of a World Court of Justice is almost uncanvassed. ‘This 
is an omission in the discussion of the problem which clearly needs 
remedying. A feature, too, of the figures is the low frequency of 
replies indicating belief in religious methods of combating the idea 
of war. Are the wars of religion in the school text books partly 
responsible for this ? 


Question 4. 
‘IF ENGLAND WENT TO WAR WITH ANOTHER 
COUNTRY, WHAT WOULD YOU DO—IF YOU WERE 
GROWN UP? ’’ 


AFFIRMATIVE REPLIES. 


Would render assistance :— 


Uncon- If Con- If Cause Me ata 
SCHOOL ditionally. scripted. Just. 4 ‘if eth t 
Picardy C. Boys 46 4 6 3 
J » Girls Nursing 44 — — 2 ae 
and/or Munitions 19 I —~_., see Col. 1 
N. Heath. C. Boys 70 she II 7 
Po Aes otis Nursing: °6I = — See Col. x 
and/or Munitions 26 — iis: aa 
Total 266 16 17 Io 


Total ... 309 


INDEFINITE REPLIES. 


Would Would Wouldhelp 


Would ; 

SCHOOL. Advocate Fly for Sufferin 

: Peace. ck nasa Safety. Bastien 
Ricatrdy.C. Boys _.... 18 ie 3 eee 
"7 we vitlS: | ius 21 2 9 4 
N. Heath. C. Boys ... 27 — -- I 
pairs, save PRILLS bas 23 _ 7 i 
Total 89 9 19 16 

OLA! rn. Lad 


NEGATIVE REPLIES. 
Would not render assistance 





ScHOOL Complete Negative. Conscientious Objections. 
Picardy C. Boys Ay 2 
+ ,, Girls Be — 5 
N. Heath C. Boys on T4 5 
NOL; Vi peCIAS % i at 
Tota tr ayy en 12 
AOtAr as a2 


These figures show a majority in favour of co-operation in the 
event of the emergency of war, yet a total of 199, between one- 
third-and-a-half, are in fact against unquestioning co-operation. 
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The figures seem to show that the idea of national loyalty is well 
established, but that it is hoped it will never demand the sacrifice 
of war. Such expressions in affirmative replies as the following 
were frequent: ‘‘I would fight in defence of my eountry, but with 
the League of Nations (or arbitration, or common sense) it ought 
not to be necessary.” An interesting fact is that all (20) who gave 
completely negative answers were boys. 


QUESTIONNAIRE PAPER II. 
Question 1. 


‘‘HERE ARE A NUMBER OF ADJECTIVES, SOME 
OF WHICH DESCRIBE WAR, AND SOME DO NOT. 


CROSS OUT THOSE WHICH DO NOT.’’ 
Picardy Central North. Heath 


Central 

Remaining words’ Boys _ Girls Boys Girls Total 
Horrible oe 74 73 I20 II3 380 
Dreadful - 72 73 107 110 362 
Wicked ah 70 68 106 IIo 354 
Savage ee 57 63 107 109 333 
Foolish ee 57 52 05 81 285 
Useless we 60 55 94 71 280 

390 384 624 591 1994 
Heroic ee 42 29 52 59 182. 
Thrilling we 18 5 8 28 59 
Glorious she I 2 I 5 9 
Wise -! — 4 — 5 9 
Splendid be a I I 2 4 


61 4I 62 99 _ 263 


The ‘‘anti-war” words score heavily against the ‘“‘ pro-war” 
words. ‘‘ Heroic’’ is neutral. War can be heroic, but clearly there 
is not present the general opinion that it should be conducted in 


order to give opportunities for heroism. 


Question 2. 
“CAN YOU THINK OF A GOOD REASON FOR 
GOING TO WAR?’’ 
Picardy Central North. Heath 


Gentral 
Boys Girls Boys Girls Total 
Affirmative replies 26 28 52 59 165 
Negative replies 49 49 57 56 221 


in Tf 10g IT5 379 


IO 


Types of reason given. Pree oan 
Picardy Central North. Heath 
Central 
Boys Girls Boys Girls Total 


Affirmative. 
Defence ¥! 9 II 26 20 70 
To Stop Aggressor 13 2 18 — 23 
To increase Employment in 

Munitions ce I 4 II 4 20 
Conquest I 4 4 8 17 
To Demonstrate the Foolish- 

ness of War. I 4 3 8 16 
To Defend Treaties —— — 0 y 8 
To settle Disputes ... — 2 — 6 8 
To encourage Heroism 2 3 — 3 8 
“To Make for Unity ” — — — 5 5 
To enforce Peace I — — 3 4 
To give Discipline ... I — 3 — 4 
To protect Trade I 3 — as 4 
To disarm Enemies... a= ~- — 2 2 
To giveexperience in Surgery — — = I I 
To keep down the Population — — —- I I 
To protect Honour... I — = — I 

31 33 66 68 198 
Negative. 
Waste of Life and Treasure 3 ‘ 15 4 29 
Too Stupid 5 4 2 I a2 
Why not Arbitrate > 4 — — I 5 
Too Horrible —- — 2 —— 2 
12 II 1g 6 48 


(The Negative answers were, generally, a plain NO.) 


In this case many of the children seem to have been misled by the 
form of the question. Children at school when asked to solve a 
problem make an attempt to do so theoretically, even against their 
inner convictions. ‘They have in their replies to this query, 
attempted to find reasons because they concluded from the form of 
the question that they were bound to find reasons, although large 
numbers qualify their positive reason for example, by saying “I 
can only think that going to war is right when you have to defend 
yourself against attack—but with arbitration it ought not to be 
necessary.” 

Even so, a majority of answers quite definitely in the negative 
was obtained. Few children emphasised the idea of ‘‘ good”’ in the 
sense of morally “good.’’ It was clear that the causes of wars in 
history were in some of the children’s minds when answering this 
question. 

II 


Question 3. 


‘“WHAT DO YOU THINK YOU WILL REMEMBER 
BEST OF ALL THE THINGS YOU SAW OF THE 
FILMS AND PICTURES OF WAR THAT YOU HAVE 


SEEN ? ”’ 
Picardy Central North. Heath 
Central 
Types of Answer. Boys Girls Boys Girls Total 
Dead, Wounded, Horrors, 
art oe bigs ae 24 39 50 62 175 
“ Going over the Top ” 15 4 29 15 63 
Ambulance Work ... 10 8 18 23 59 
English and Germans 
helping one another II 14 14 18 57 
Cheerfulness and Bravery 
of the men who fought 6 14 13 15 48 
Dead Animals and Horses 12 v 15 6 40 
Guns a Yt: 13 2 12 II 38 
Bombs 5 14 2 _- pa) 
Ships 5 4 I 5 15 
The Trenches I 5 2 3 11 
After the Battle I 4 I 5 II 
Aeroplanes 8 -— 2 ~- 10 
The Mines 6 — I 3 10 
The Discomforts — a = 9 9 
Destroyed Homes 2 — 2 I 5 
The Waste — = 3 — 3 
Prisoners ... ae — es I — Pet? 
119 :e4,) 166 176 576 


The horrors of war even as mildly put over in propaganda films 
seem Clearly to stand out as the main reaction. 


Two interesting figures are those for interest frequencies in 
Ambulance work, and in the English and Germans helping one 
another. ‘They give one the hope that there is something in the idea 
that ‘‘ Man’s inhumanity to man’”’ is not a fundamental of human 
behaviour. 


Considerable interest was also shewn in the sufferings of animals, 
whilst ‘‘ Going over the Top ” and the firing of great guns have had, 
naturally, a fascination. The gunners of the Great War were the 
least savage of men—they were essentially technicians, not com- 
batants. 
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Question 4, 
‘‘WHAT COULD BE DONE TO KEEP WAR FROM 
EVER HAPPENING | AGAIN ?”’ 


Incidence in :— 
Picardy Central North. Heath 
Central 

Types of Answer. Boys Girls Boys Girls Total 
League of Nations ie a 30 56 37 I5I 
Disarm el ay) 26 72 19 148 
Friendship and Peace ... II 24 IO Be 83 
Arbitration Conference and 

Treaty ie de a oe 
United World ... Arpt?» 
Fight Aggressor ath tli | 
“Can do nothing” 4 
A Plebiscite, or Peace Ballot 3 
World Conciliation eo 
Pacificism ap a 
Use Religion 
International Police Force 2 
Describe Watr.. eo 
Solve Unemployment eo 
Imprison War Mongers — 
“ Take the King’s advice” — 
‘‘More power to women” — 
“ Think twice’’ 
World State 
‘* Muzzle the Newspapers ” 
Blockade a — 
Increase Armaments oo 
International Court of Law — 


58 
27 
14 
Io 
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These are interesting figures. This delayed Questionnaire gives 
an even greater reaction in favour of the League of Nations, and of 
Disarmament than was the case in Question (3), Paper I. This is 
evidence of these deeply ingrained ideas as a result of consistent 
teaching. But here again, ideas of World Law are almost non- 
existent. Religion scores only 4 in both cases and in this paper 
the idea of “ can do nothing to stop war”’ (10) has crept in, and one 
wonders whether the film exhibition caused discussions in the homes, 
and by the second paper certain parental opinions are now expressed. 
References to the idea of a peace ballot in view of the recent 
National Peace Ballot were surprisingly small. Only one believed 
that increasing armaments would make for peace. 

The general conclusion is, that in spite of much which may be 
feared to be war propaganda—pictures of reviews, tattoos, air 
displays, Navy weeks, etc.—the real opinion of the young generation 
as to the undesirability of war is sound. ‘Ihe change of attitude in 
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the teaching of History, Geography and other subjects in the 
curriculum, and the emphasis laid in direct instruction on the League 
of Nations, etc., in the schools during the last ten to fifteen years, 
are clearly having their effect upon young opinion, and there is far 
greater evidence that young minds know of, and are more ready to 
accept, the idea of world peace through collective action than there 
would have been in 1913. ‘There was evidence that the children 
showed increasing thought and concern with the problem of peace 
as they grew older. 

An education of wider sympathies and of greater knowledge of 
the machinery of international government which the world labor- 
iously, and in spite of many set backs is building up, is clearly 
bearing fruit. The propaganda film—essential as it might have 
beenin the emergency—is no longer propaganda to a new clear eyed 
generation in whose hands, if the old pre-war mentality can be held 
in check for just a few years longer, the responsibility for world 
peace is safe. 

It would be a comforting thought if the same fact were true in 
the case of every other nation, but it is true perhaps to a lesser 
extent, in many instances. At any rate, the example and faith of 
Britain in the need of education for world peace may well prove an 
inspiration to progressive opinion all over the world. 


WAR BOOKS. 


It may be of interest to refer to this report also to an investigation 
undertaken in 1931 in the Erith County School and in some other 
County Schools, as to the reactions of boys between the ages of 16. 
and 18 to War Books and War Literature. 

The following Questionnaire was put to each boy :— 


“War Book Questionnaire. Please be frank. Reply hereon. 
(The questionnaire to be issued to young men between 16 and 18, 
who have read a War Book of some kind). 
Age— 
1) What is the name of the last War Book you have read ? 
2) How long ago did you read it ? 
3) Did it make you think of War as— 
(please underline the three best replies in your opinion) 

a) a great adventure. 

b) a necessary evil. 

c) a tragedy. 

d) an exciting affair. 

e) a suitable task for men. 

f) a catastrophe. 

g) a ghastly horrible business. 

h) asin against humanity. 

i) a matter of manly patriotism. 
4) How would another war appeal to you ? 
5) How would it appeal to you thus ? 
6) Do you intend to read any more War Books ? 
(There is no need to sign this Questionnaire—only give your age),” 
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There were 208 Questionnaires completed in all. 
Taking Question (3) and grouping the replies, the following result 
was obtained :— | 


Number of replies wholly favourable to War 5.) 


‘ 22. 

+ » mainly . f 17.) 
- ‘ wholly against War 123.) 186 
2) ”? mainly ” 2? 63.) 
208. 





The replies to Question (4) grouped themselves as follows :— 


In favour of another War ... a 
Against another War Ris 175. 
Indeterminate replies Py 26. 


—— 208. 
As to Question (6) the replies were classified as follows :— 
Ge .iden YES... 147, ) Indeterminate ...197 Total 208. 
These results show clearly that the great majority of young people 
are not warlike and do not desire, or have any illusions about war. 


They show, however, that there is a minority opinion which 
welcomes war as an “ adventure’ as a ‘‘ change from monotony.”’ 
The books usually associated with this opinion are those like Junger’s 
“Storm of Steel,’ Cockney Stories of the War, ‘‘A Boy Scout in 
the Great War,” and Bairnsfather’s Comedy Cartoons. 


The chief books referred to in reply to question (1) were ‘‘All Quiet 
on the Western Front,” ‘‘ Tell England,” ‘‘ Journey’s End,” and 
popular histories of the Great War. 


It will be seen that the reactions in this investigation were 
similar to those in the case of the Film Experiment described in 
this booklet. 


EDUCATION OFFICES, FREDERIC EVANS, 
COUNCIL OFFICES, Chief Education Officer 
ERITH, KENT. 


June, 1935. 
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